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THE FIREFIGHTERS’ STRIKE was poten- 


tially the most important struggle yet against 


Haughey’s economic onslaug 


t on the whole 


working class. However, after seven weeks of 
solid mass strike action since Jan 22nd, the 760 
Dublin firefighters were suddenly demobi- 
lised just a week after their decision to step up 


the action. 

As admitted by the 
IMETU officials, the strikers 
were conceded only part of 
their demands. The union 
leaders had from the start 


publicly tried to play down 


the strikers’ opposition to 
cuts and to plead it as aspecial 


agape’ 


eet cas 


Pees 
Sates 


Seats 


Extend Student Action 


USI's call for a one day national strike on March 9 tar- 
gets the cuts in education and the exclusion of the vast 
majority of young people from third level education. 
Fees are now So high that thousands of students have ap- 
plied to English colleges - they find it cheaper to move to 


England than pay Irish fees! 


Grants are so low that they 
are irrelevant to most stu- 
dents, who must depend on 
their parents for the educa- 
tion which should be their 
right. Throughout the third 
level sector all staff face the 
threat of job cuts while their 
wages are already kept down 
by the so-called Plan for Na- 
tional Recovery. 


‘Students in France, Spain 
and Austria have shown how 
these assaults on education 
can be fought. In France in 
1987 when the Chirac govern- 
ment tried to introduce fees 
students took to the streets in 


their thousands, faced down 
police attempts to intimidate 
them and shamed the trade 
unions into supporting them. 
Chirac withdrew. 


Similarly in Spain national 
strike action led by school stu- 
dents forced the state to back 
down onits plans to cut educa- 
tion. In Austria similar action 
was only defused when after 
two weeks of a national stu- 
dent strike the Student Union 
leaders diverted the action 
into ineffective negotiations. 

The national demonstration 
in Dublin on February 17 
showed that there are thou- 


sands of students angered by 
the cuts and willing to fight. 
More than five thousand stu- 
dents from all around the 
country travelled to Dublin. 
Many of these had been in- 
volved in occupations, pick- 
ets and other protest action 
around the country over the 
previous months. Some had 
already faced brutal police 
reaction including assaults 
and arrests. 


What is needed now is to 
build for indefinite national 
strike action. Nothing was 
done to follow that up except 
to calla single national day of 
action. The thousands of stu- 
dents willing to act must be 
mobilised to persuade as 
many as possible of the 
110,000 third level students 
in Ireland to take part. Stu- 
dents should fight for joint 
action with college workers 


to block the cuts, they should 
march to support the fire- 


fighters’ strike and link up 
with all workers who are | 


faced with the same cuts stu- 
dents are suffering under. 


But what is clearly needed, 
from the experience of stu- 
dents elsewhere, is indefinite 
strike action by the mass of 
students. Nothing less will 
defeat the government's 


plans. It is necessary to work | 


to transform the one day 
strike into all-out action. 
Only by bringing out tens of 
thousands of students to boy- 
cott lectures, to occupy col- 
lege buildings en masse and 
to persuade the trade union 
rank and file to take action 
can Haughey’s attempt. to 
butcher education be 


stopped. 7 





case due to the critical nature 
of the fire-fighting services. 
Many of the contentious is- 
sues are not resolved but 
merely deferred to further re- 
view. But the key principle 
for which they struck — 
against covering for unfilled 
vacancies — has been surren- 
dered by the leaders. Afterall 
it was they who engineered 
the so-called ‘volunt re- 
dundancy’ deal for 10,000 
public service workers over 
the heads of the rankand file. 


On Tuesday ist March the 
workers were called to sepa- 
rate mass meetings of the two 
union sections and _ con- 
fronted with “settlement” 
terms which they had not 
been allowed to hear or dis- 
cuss beforehand. The union 
officials first leaned on the 
strike committee to recom- 
mend the deal, amid reports 
that the top bosses of the 
FWUI were regretting the 
strike action and unwilling to 
put any more resources into it. 


Then the workers were 
pressed into asecret ballotata 
meeting dominated by the of- 
ficials. Only a small section 
were able to hold firm against 
the sell-out in the FWUI, 
while the smaller section of 
IMETU members gave the 
deala more difficult passage. 


The terms of the final deal 
had been worked out directly 
between cronies William At- 
tley of the FWUI and Minister 
for Labour Bertie Ahern. This 
was done in secrct over the 
heads of the workers and of 
their elected committee. They 
were desperate to stitch up a 
deal precisely because the 
strike was on the brink of 
spreading — the one thing 
they did not wantaboveall. — 


SOLIDARITY 


Firefighters from the north 
had joined others from serv- 


| ices throughout the Republic 


in an important demonstra- 


| Gon of solidarity on the 


streets of Dublin. Shame- 
fully, however, neither Dub- 
lin Trades Council nor the 
FWUI nor IMETU called for 
demonstrations by wider sec- 
tions of workers alongside 
them. Support from firefight- 
ers abroad began to grow. But 
the cosy salaried industrial- 
relations brokers who domi- 
nate the unions tried to make 
a dirty word of ‘militancy’ in 
case ,rank and file action 
cramped their room for com- 
promise and sell-out. 


On Feb. 20th settlement 
proposals had been thrown 


out massively by the rank and 
file. Activists were rightly in- 
censed at the warnings of un- 
ion officials not to ‘rush into a 
rejection’ because ‘they were 
taking on the whole state’. 
The truth is that the state had 
taken on the strikers— using 
the army to break their ac- 
tion— and the only reaction 
of the union leaders was been 
to score points about the sol- 
diers’ lack of training and 
equipment. 


The new secret negotia- 
tions took place under the 
looming shadow of a national 
stoppage of Py Ra a 
stoppage in the hospitals 
against ambulance drivers 
scabbing on the strike, and 
the ICTU’s decision on an all- 
out picket to bring out senior 
fire officials who were help- 
ing the army. But to have 
waited 6 weeks before re- 
questing this official picket 
was scandalous evidence of 
the bureaucrats’ attempt to 
use the minimum action so as 
to wear down the strikers’ en- 
duraice by allowing an alter- 
native fire service to operate. 


LESSONS 


These strikers were the 
only group yet to take all-out 
action against the direct ef- 
fects of public spending cuts. 
But the same local authori 
that employs the firefighters 
was meanwhile — slashing 
services and jobs in many 
other departments. The gov- 
ernment announced on Feb 
19th that 40,000 (one-third) of 
the entire publicly-owned 
housing stock is to be sold off 
to tenants, with the immedi- 
ate aim of massively cutting 
housing maintenance with 
the loss of hundreds of jobs. 
What the union leaders feared 
most was especially the 
spread of militant strike ac- 
tion to these sections. On their 
last time out, Corporation 
workers physically resisted 
Army intervention on the 
streets. 


The fight against the cuts 
must now be taken up by 
these workers’ especially 
through all-out strike action. 
But.they must learn the les- 
sons of how the firefighters 
were undermined. Their own 
elected and recallable dele- 
gates must be putin complete 
charge of the strike committee 
and all talks. No secret talks! 


The strikers’ own delegates 
must directly appeal for mili- 
tant solidarity and not have it 
deferred endlessly by the un- 
ion bureaucrats. And the un- 
accountably officials must be 
openly forced by the strikers 
to mobilise all possible re- 
sources of their unions to re- 
sist the cuts. 


Force these bureaucrats to 
break their treacherous pact 
with Haughey, or force them 
out of the unions! 
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| FAR FROM BEING IN 
TATTERS, the Anglo-Irish 
Agreement remains the firm 
basis of collaboration be- 
tween the British state and 
the Irish nationalist bour- 
geoisie. That this should be 
the case despite a whole series 
of new outrages against na- 
tionalists — most recently 
the killing of Aidan McAnes- 
pie and the re-instatement of 
private Thain — is due in no 
small way to the bankruptcy 
of Republican politics. 


Thatcher, Hume, Fine Gael 
and now Haughey have prose- 
cuted the Anglo-Irish strategy 
with exceptional determina- 
tion over the past two and a 
half years, for it was their only 
hope of clamping the lid down 
on the 20-year-long nationalist 
revolt which threatens the sta- 

bility of both states in Ireland. 


The Agreement aims to re- 
construct the political mould 
in the Six Counties. Its end 
goal is to incorporate 
| constitutional nationalists into 
| a form of joint rule with a 
| Unionist establishment 
| reined-in by direct rule from 
London and by deepening eco- 
nomic dependency on Britain. 
It was dressed up in lying 
promises that it would remove 
the grievances of the op- 
pressed nationalists, while in 
substance it attempted to po- 
litically marginalise and mili- 
| tarily crush the Republican 
| movement. 


Its creeping progress on all 
fronts was facilitated by the 
political response of the Re- 
publicans. They continued 
| with, their stalemated guerrilla 
war on the one hand while on 
the other hand they appealed to 
the SDLP, the Catholic clergy 
and the ranks of Fianna Fail for 


THE IRISH WORKERS GROUP 
is a revolutionary communist or- 
ganisation basing itself upon the 
programme and principles devel- 
oped by Kar! Marx and F.Engels in 
the last century, by V.I.Lenin and 
the first four Congresses of the 
Communist International (1919- 
23), and by Leon Trotsky and the 
first two Congresses of the Fourth 
International up to 1948. 


Only the working class can lead 
the oppressed masses of the planet 
to the achievement of the historic 
task of a planned world economy 
based on human need rather than 
on the blind private accumulation 
of profits. To do so requires a social 
revolution that expropriates capi- 
talist property and smashes the 
armed power of the capitalist class, 
namely its state, replacing it with 
the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
founded upon workers’ councils 
and the armed milita of the working 
class. 


Whilst starting from the imme- 
diate tasks facing the workers and 
peasants - which in the colonial and 
semi-colonial world includes the 
land question and national inde- 
pendence - such a revolution must 
be permanent, for it cannot stop at 
intermediate “democratic” stages 
without the working class suffering 
a heavy defeat. The political power 
of the proletariat (in alliance with 
the other oppressed clases such as 
the poor peasants) is essential to 
resolve these “capitalist” tasks as 
well as to move forwards towards a 
planned economy and socialism. 
The latter is indeed impossible to 
achieve within any national terri- 
tory. Thus the revolution must be 
international. Its fundamental task 
is its own extension. 


Workers‘ States 
The so-called “communist” 
countries are in fact degenerate 
workers’ stafes — the USSR, 
E.Europe, China, Korea, Cuba, 
Vietnam, Laos, Kampuchea. They 
are workers’ states because the 


EDITORIAL 





Haughey in Control 


an alliance to demand a British 
‘declaration of intent’ to with- 
draw from Ireland. 


ENNISKILLEN 


Turning their backs on the 
working class and against 
struggle on the social and eco- 
nomic fronts, the Republicans 
made no concrete gains what- 
ever from their pleading with 
constitutional nationalism, 
even in the extradition cam- 
paign when sections of Fianna 
Fail were deeply uneasy. On 
the other hand, their elitist 
guerrilla campaign led to the 
disaster of Enniskillen which 
gave the biggest mileage ever 
to the Anglo-Irish strategy. 
Enniskillen even neutralised 
the passive nationalism of the 
Fianna Fail camp which had 
been making it difficult for 


Antit-Extradifion march 
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bourgeoisie has been overthrown 
and capitalist exploitation has been 
suppressed. Yet their planned 
economies remain fundamentally 
hampered by a parasitic caste of 
bureaucrats, thus blocking the road 
towards socialist development. 
This caste has usurped political 
power from the proletariat and 
pursues a counter-revolutionary 
strategy under the label of “social- 
ism in one country”. The “Commu- 
nist parties” in these states, and 
their supporters throughout the 
world are Sfalinists. 


As revolutionary communists 
(Trotskyists) we place no condi- 
tions on our active defence of the 
degenerate workers’ states. We 
fight internationally to become a 
force for political revolution within 
them-to smash the bureaucratic 
caste and to restore in the USSR, 
and to create in the others, workers’ 
democracy based on soviets, work- 
ers’ councils. 


Workers’ Movement 


In the advanced capitalist states, 
the proletariat is repeatedly held 
back from the struggle for power by 
the social democratic or Labour 
parties, the frade union bureauc- 
racy, and the Stalinist parties. 


These bodies, while based on the 
workers’ organisations, pursue a 
bourgeois policy, sacrificing the 
historic aims of the proletariat to 
reforms within capitalism. How- 
ever, in periods of crisis, capitalism 
tries to recoup these concessions. 


If the working class is to success- 
fully fight the renewed capitalist 
offensive, its own crisis of leader- 
ship must be resolved in a revolu- 
tionary direction. To this end we 
fight inside the workers’ move- 
ments to link existing struggles, 
even ones for partial demands, to 
the struggle for working class 
power. In each struggle for pay, 
against closures, for public works, 
for political rights, we fight for 
forms of organisation and elements 


Haughey to ratify extradition 
to Britain at the end of Novem- 
ber. 


But from that point on the 
inherent contradictions of 
Britain’s imperialist role in 
Ireland burst out in one inci- 
dent after another which re- 
mobilised nationalist anger 
throughout Ireland. Many of 
the gains of the Anglo-Irish 
process at the level of propa- 
ganda and ideology were sud- 
denly set back if not wiped out. 
The treatment of Irish people 
framed for or charged with 
‘terrorism’ in Britain was al- 
ready a source of simmering 
indignation when the rejection 
of the Birmingham Six appeal 
caused it to boil over. But it 
was Mayhew’s decision that 
RUC murderers caught out in 
their perjury would not be 


in Dublin tn the wake of the Birmingham Six and Stalker events 


aa 


of workers’ control that bring 
workers united into conflict not 
only with an individual capitalist 
but with capitalist power and the 
capitalist system. Through transi- 
tional demands and forms of or- 
ganisation the masses can find a 
bridge between their present 
Struggles for everyday demands 
and the tasks of socialist revolution. 


In the trade unions we fight for 
their total independence from the 
state, for militant class struggle 
policies, for immediate, partial and 
transitional demands which link 
today’s struggles under capitalism 
to aunited and coherent offensive to 


prosecuted which most 
sharply put Haughey’s posi- 
tion under strain. 


The Irish Anti-Extradition 
Campaign suddenly came to 
life again. However, as this 
paper last month warned, the 
revival of the campaign was 
build on sand because it re- 
affirmed Sinn Féin’s line of 
appealing to Fianna Fail and 
the Church. 


A week later the campaign 
put 5,000 people on the streets 
against extradition, against 
Thatcher and against the RUC. 
But it openly and deliberately 
addressed all its appeals to na- 
tionalist middle class opinion 
and to the ranks of Fianna Fail. 

There was not even the be- 
ginning of an attempt to turn 
the mass anger against the 





National Struggle 

On the basis of these internation- 
alist communist principles we give 
unconditional support to all na- 
tional liberation struggles against 
imperialism, while not hiding our 
political criticisms of their pro- 
grammes. Within the oppressed 
countries, where such struggles are 
led by non-proletarian leaderships 
the tasks of communists to fight for 
leadership of the struggle renders 
our support for such forces condi- 
tional as well as critical. 


In Jreland we defend the revolu- 
tionary nationalist Republican 


overthrow it. 


For information 


We fight to organise the unem- 
ployed alongside the employed, for 
full participation in the trade un- 
ions and an action programme to 
win the right to work for all. 


We seek to build a rank and file 
movement beginning now with the 
militant minority, to win the regu- 
lar election and recallability of all 
union officials and the fixing of 
their salaries at the average of their 
members’ wages. The defence of all 
such norms of workers’ democracy 
is indispensable in the struggle for a 
workes’ state in order to guarantee 
against bureaucratic degeneration. 


We fight to build a revolutionary 
alternative leadership in the unions 
as part of our fight to build a revo- 
lutionary party. Our goal is work- 
ers’ power and nothing less. 


Movement against imperialist- 


write to 
IWG c/o 12 Langrishe Place Dublin 1 


backed repression. We support acts 
by them if they concretely advance 
the struggle to remove the British 
Army and to smash Partition and 
the northern state. 


But ours is the strategy of Per- 
manent Revolution. We therefore 
fight politically against republican- 
ism, to bring the struggle under the 
leadership of the working class and 
a revolutionary communist party, 
fighting to unite the majority of the 
Irish working class in the struggle 
for its own state power throughout 
the island. We fight for the maxi- 
mum unity in struggle against capi- 
talism with the protestant working 
class, while not hiding from them 
our fundamental opposition to 
British imperialism. 


PHOTO DEREK SPEIRS!REPORT 


constitutional nationalist lead- 
ers whose commitment to the 
Anglo-Irish strategy is total. It 
is they who extradite into the 
hands of police who beat and 
frame their victims, judges 
who obligingly put them away 
for life, and governments 
which cover up secret murder 
by their security forces. In- 
deed, the southern Irish state is 
itself just as adept in the use of 
beatings, framings and cover- 
ups in its war against Republi- 
cans! 


ILLUSIONS 


As aresult, Republican illu- 
sions in Fianna Fail have 
helped Haughey to hold na- 
tionalist sentiment firmly in 
tow as he battled to keep the 
Anglo-Irish strategy intact. He 
was thus positively aided in 


* We fight for the most complete 
separation of church and state, an 
end to church control of schools, 
hospitals and other social institu- 
tions. We fight against every con- 
fessional or sectarian expression in 
the workers’ organisations. 


Sexual Oppression. 

* We fight for complete social, le- 
gal and political equality for 
women. Equal pay for equal work. 
Free, legal, safe contraception and 
abortion on demand, divorce at the 
request of one partner, with ade- 
quate state welfare for children. 


¢ We stand for a working class 
women’s movement that can fight, 
as an integral part of the labour 
movement, for workers’ power. 
Only working class power and a 
planned economy can socialise 
domestic labour and release women 
from their centuries’ old oppres- 
sion. 


¢ We fight for the liberation of les- 
bians and gays from the persecu- 
tiona and discrimination that is 
their lot under capitalism. 


¢ We fight against the oppression 
and superexploitation, via the fam- 
ily, the state and at work, that is suf- 
fered by youth. 


_ New Leninist Trotskyist 
International 


The Irish Workers Group and its 
fraternal allies, Workers Power 
(Britain), Gruppe Arbeitermacht 
(Germany), Pouvoir Ouvrier 
(France) and Arbeiter Standpunkt 
(Austria) and our Latin American 
cothinkers are by no means yet 
parties capable of challenging stal- 
inism and social democracy for 
leadership across the whole range 
of working class struggles. 


We are restricted by our size to 
arguing for our programme, our 
tacticS and strategy with the most 
advanced workers and socialists, 
who still, by and large, give alle- 
giance to either the reformist par- 
ties or, in some countries, the 





diverting popular anger into 
diplomatic rhetoric, allowing 
British imperialism to carry on 
its dirty war and to carry on } 
covering it up. 


All but the politically blind | 
must surely see, after the an- 
nual Fianna Fail Ard Fheis, 
that there is nothing to be 
gained by a campaign strategy 
which places its hopes in the 
rank and file of that party being 
won to anti-imperialist 
struggle. There was not a hint 
of opposition at the Ard Fheis 
to Haughey. Thus when Aidan 
McAnespie was brutally mur- 
dered by British soldiers in 
broad daylight on the open 
road at Aughnacloy while that 
conference was closing in 
Dublin, the Cardinal, the 
Church and Haughey were | 
well placed to defuse the re- 
newed wave of anger with 
their empty rhetoric and pos- 
turing. 


The Anglo-Irish strategy | 
remains firmly intact, with J 
Haughey clearly on the high 
ground politically. Republican 
strategy must bear the blame 
for that. The [WG fights for an 
alternative, that is, for the cen- 
tral orientation to be to the | 
working class, with an open 
fight for industrial action as 
the key to rallying the widest 
forces and the communities 
north and south against extra- 
dition and repression. At the 
anti-Extradition conference 
the ‘far-left’ groups refused to 
actively back such an alterna- 
tive. But such a strategy has 
always been the only basis for 
really challenging the ruling 
class and imperialism. There- 
fore, however difficult to be- 
gin and however long it might 
take, it must be undertaken 
urgently and seriously. 


various centrist or revolutionary 
nationalist organisations. But we 
seek at the same time the maximum 
involvement in the class struggle. 
We fight for our ideas whilst ren- 
dering the maximum assistance to 
workers and the oppressed in ac- 
tion. 

As well as new revolutionary 
parties, the working class needs a 
new revolutionary International. 
The last, the Fourth, collapsed into 
centrism between 1948 and 1951 
after it failed to re-elaborate 
Trotsky’s programme for the new 
world period. It disintegrated or- 
ganisationally in 1953. Only its 
degenerated fragments exist today. 
In Ireland these are the Peoples 
Democracy (USFI), Socialist Work- 
ers Movement (Cliffite), League for 
a Workers Republic (Lambertist) 
and Militant Tendency. 


What is urgently needed is a 
democratic centralist interna- 
tional, based on the Marxist 
programme re-elaborated for 
today, to lead the fight to build mass 
revolutionary workers’ parties in 
every country. This means the 
founding of a new Leninist- 
Trotskyist International. 


~  _The M.R.C.1.__ 


IWG and its fraternal groups 
abroad have founded the Move- 
ment for a Revolutionary Commu- 
nist International (MRCD, which 
will soon become an international 
democratic-centralist Tendency in 
the fight for revolutionary re- 
groupment. On this basis we can 
and will take the next steps along 
the road to building national revo- 
lutionary parties and the interna- 
tional party, and thus towards the 
establishment of the world socialist 
order. 


Support Our Struggle 

Write or ask for information. 
Discuss our politics with us. We 
welcome you as a supporter and if 
possible a member. Support us in 
campaigns. Subscribe to our pa- 
per—make a donation—take a few 
copies to sell! 
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militantcy in defence of their wages, , SS mm 
conditions and services in the last} rr 
number of years. Butat every stage of | nies ae 
their struggle the cowardly leader-;~ 

ships in the North and Britain have| my lk 

backed away from the all-out action |: ve AMICI | 
that was necessary to win their de- | 2 A. 


mean that free eye and dental check- 
ups are only available to children, 
pregnant and nursing women, the 
blind or partially sighted and those on 
the lowest incomes. This will inevita- 
bly mean fewer people availing of the 
service, 


nderneath the rhetoric and 
i | humbug of “community-based 

health care, choice and demo- 
cratic control” the proposals signal 
the further commercialization and 
privatization in the NHS. This will 
undermine national wage negotia- 
tions for health workers. For the low 
paid health workers this would be 
disastrous. 


Thatcher's 
Class War 
In the North 


SINCE ITS RE-ELECTION for a third term the Tory government has 
demonstrated its determination to continue its offensive against the living 
standards and quality of life of the working class, not just in Britain but 
in Northern Ireland. 

In Britain one of Thatcher’s goals 
is to reduce Labour controlled local 
bodies to the role of Victorian work- 
house guardians and tax collectors. 
But local government in Northern 
Ireland has never offered any threat 


Laepatins tee aes and remains | Asana 
heavily dependent upon the welfare | © 


extremely vulnerable target for Tory | 
policies, more so because of the sup- |: § 
port they give to Sinn Féin in elec- | a 
tions. Sinn Féin have been outspoken | 
in their condemnation of Tory ieee a 
cies from their inception. case 


| As well as the division be tween 
Protestant “state” schools and 
Catholic“‘maintained” schools, the 
5ix-county education system has 
never escaped from the dark ages of 
eleven-plus selection, unlike Britain. 
Tory plans for education will inten- 
sify all of these features. They speak 
of the need for the curriculum to re- 
flect an “enterprise culture”, that is 


They have repeatedly called for} 
bia Say fora campaign of resistance | 
dards of the many already at or near 
the bread line. 


This “Social Fund” is perhaps the 
most obnoxious of the government’s 
proposals. It abolishes the principle 
of Statutory payments and the right to 


and rr aie is for Sinn Féin| < 
with thousands of working class sup- | a 
porters to take the initiative in the | 
workplaces and in the communities to | 
build that resistance - with the trade | 





to Tory plans as it has in Britain - it is 
virtually powerless. 

Likewise, because of the different 
set of economic and political prob- 
lems facing the Tory administration 
here it has acted with greater latitude 
in it’s privatization programme. 
Thus the vast bulk of whatever re- 
mains of manufacturing industry in 
Northern Ireland is state-aided. 
Moreover it is the services sector, 
health, education and welfare, which 
now constitutes the bulk of all em- 
ployment in Northern Ireland, not 
manufacturing industry. This is so 
because of the disastrous collapse of 
first the traditional industries and 

_ then, by the late seventies, the multi- 

| National fibre industries. The Six 
Counties remains the black hole of 
British capitalism. It has the highest 
unemployment, the highest cost of 
living, the lowest wages and the most 
appalling incidence of poverty in the 
U.K. 


onetheless the Tories are 
N determined to ensure that the 

full weight of their social 
legislation will fall just as savagely 
upon the North’s poor. Indeed the 
fact that poverty is already so wide- 
spread in the Six Counties, that more 
individuals and families receive 
benefit than anywhere in the U.K., 
means that the Tory axe will fall 
sharper. Why? 


The Tories have two main aims. 
First there are the financial savings 
they want to make. The second pur- 
pose is to further intensify divisions 
within the working class, by priori- 
tizing and selecting among the ranks 
of the poor, the unemployed and the 
sick, the “deserving” and the “unde- 
serving” poor. In Northern Ireland 
the Tories have a head start because 
of the deep sectarian divisions creat- 
ing ideal conditions for the Tories’ 
divide and rule policies. 


heir policy of deliberately 
creating unemployment has 
increased their social welfare 


with their aim of keeping a tight 
control on public spending. Their 
answer has been to cut the real value 
of benefits and change the rules so 
that fewer people are entitled to 
benefit. 


This is what Norman Fowler’s 
Social Security Act, which is due to 
be implemented in April 1988, is all 
about. Eight million pounds is to be 
cut from Supplementary benefit. 
Once-off grants for items such as 
beds, cookers or maternity woarlias 
are to be replaced by loans from the 
“Social Fund” which they are ex- 
pected to pay back over eighteen 
months. These measures are particu- 
larly savage cuts on the living stan- 


a i= ee ——————— - 


expenditure. This runs in conflict — 


appeal against DHSS decisions. In- 
stead, discretionary payments, loans, 
no right of appeal and strict cash 
limits for each area. The N.I. Office 
Minister, Needham, claims that the 
new Social Fund budget of £21 mil- 
lion will be higher than the current 
budget for once-off payments. In fact 
it is lower in total than before the 
Thatcherite cuts and now £13.7 mil- 
lion must be repaid by the recipients. 
he long-term unemployed 

‘ have been targeted for special 
attention Anew £1.5 billion 
scheme based on the merger of all 
existing programmes will come into 
effect. It is supposed to provide on- 
the-job training and education. It will 
pay no wages, just benefit plus a pre- 
mium for taking part. It is almost 
certain that this scheme will be ap- 
plied in full to Northern Ireland 
where more half of the registered 
unemployed are long term. The 
‘Action for Community Employ- 
ment’ scheme already has more than 
6,000 places. It will mean one step 
closer to U.S. style “workfare” in- 
stead of welfare, where eligibility for 
benefits is determined by willingness 
to work unpaid. With the out-door 


the world of business, industry and 
commerce. Knowledge is not to be 
valued for human development but 
on whether it is relevant to profit- 


union leaders if possible, without |. S 


them and against them if necessary. 








All working class people will be hit by the 
attacks on education, health and services. We 
need a class-wide co-ordinated fightback. 





making. The selection principle in 
Northern Ireland will only be 
strengthened, with the ‘ ‘opting out” 
clause. Parental choice will exist only 
for the wealthy minority, while the 
majority of children further languish 
in schools which are under-resourced 
and underprovided for, cramped in a 
straight-jacket of selection. 


The class-wide nature of the Tory 
attacks could not be clearer. Workers 
who will be made redundant either 
through cutbacks or privatization 
measures will be further hit by benefit 
cuts. All working class people will be 
hit by the attacks on education, health 
and services. We need a class-wide 
co-ordinated fightback. Yet the re- 
sponse of the trade unions directly 
affected, COHSE, NUPE, NIPSA, 


W oreover Sinn Féin’s pure na C 
tionalist perspective has | 


trengthened its involvement |: 


in all kinds of community and volun- 2 
tary action. These actions, however ‘s 
meritorious where they attempt to 4 


involve local people in some kind of |: 


substitute for the urgent building of | 
class-wide unity of all public sector 
workers alongside the communities | 
that they serve. 


A leading Sinn Féin councillor in | 


Strabane, much heralded by An 
Phoblacht | Republican News te- 
cently as “a town getting off its 
knees” through the efforts of commu- 
nity initiative led by Sinn Féin, illus- 


Protestors outside the Mater H ospital in pn ce 19th Feb. 


relief inline of the ‘20s and 30s still 
in the memories of many families it 
will indeed be a return to the ‘hungry 


thirties’. 


Since 1980 the NHS hospitals have 
been cumulatively underfunded by 
£900 million, while in the same period 
private health spending has increased 
five times to stand at over £1 billion 
per year. The allocation of cash to the 
four Northern Ireland health boards 
shows a considerable shortfall below 
the level necessary even to keep up 
with increased demand. 


The jobs of nurses, doctors and 
other staff are threatened as are ward 
closures. The Tory measures already 


NALGO etc. has been woeful. 
NUPE’s regional organiser, Inez 
McCormack and COHSE’s Hugh 
Miskelly condemned the health cuts 
and called upon health board mem- 
bers to refuse to implement them. 


ertainly, demands should be 
( put on board members. But 
McCormack and Miskelly 
know only too well that a whole series 
of protests, in many cases led by 
NUPE and COHSE members have 
failed to shift the boards when cuts 
were being made in the past. One-off 
protests, however brave, are doomed. 


NUPE and COHSE workers in the 
North have been in the forefront of 


ad putt forward eee not voted on) - 





Féin councillors followed suit. 
In the face of further setbacks in the 


anti-imperialist struggle and the To- | 


ries economic attacks Sinn Féin 


members may well wonder just what re 
Adams had to say to John Hume that t 
had anything remotely to do with a 


improving their lot. 


The fight must be to mobilise an e 
alliance of all public sector workers Yr 


which could unite workplace and 
community action against all as- 
pects of the Tory offensive. 











control over their own lives, are no ‘fa 





fedivey bees. what the 
conference actually did was to 
"avoid - making any decisions. 
‘The chairperson refused to put a 


‘seek formal ‘adoption of. tie, 
-campaign’s own balance sheet 

and recommendations. By dis- 
“Missing the vital business of | 


: voting as a“bureaucratic co 
trated the Republican’ S confusion. d ne Pp = 


He voted for rate increases along with | 





aan imposed hi her : 
ral | oe preference on the meeting. — 


_ Among the recommendations 


a ahied i if the “present 0 one = 
goed under attack”. 


done! A few weeks later Derry Sinn | @ 


ie sionon whatt to doi in the event of _ 
an injunction would have to be © 


; dividual counsel-_ 
the rest of “the Tory council” of the |: left ~ to the! in a8 
SDLP and Unionists, saying it was ‘is 
regrettable but nothing could be : 


z have been. sown. in ‘advance a 
é the battle e even Ht taking Pa S 


page a Te Bae omg tte) lle 


= and. the tee ‘Act which make S 
these injunctions possible. 
Women’s Information Network: 
Dublin 794900_ 
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(LCR) based among anti-imperialistprisonershas | = *-7;,., ; 
‘recently published two Issues ofanewpaper, Con- | as not, unfortunately reoisted 

| gress 86. In the first Issue we find the following | by those organisations which 
Anant Scesuee ao Ss His oecc ceiarees Reet neeateata tate es peeeaseas ees could have rallied the people on 
Vi t the highgground of the Republic. 


| the re-_ 
a ing of the Repubiican Ce gideaof | Had the IRA leadership under- 
- course was excellent in its conception, its execu- — 


from the struggle for freedom. ... 


'Callze:2 25222 


Sa ea ee ee a nS a 
ak : ine ae 


cat 


The Repul 
ress C 


_ founding of the Republican Congress. The idea of 
J stood that the economic war was 


_ tion was the reason for its failure... Many objec- | 0! Nein Jogi they 


__ greater significance and importance isto initiate | oni lme carne, Out 
_ a ptogress, small step by small step, whereby | any support to that war ce 
| Ireland's only radical sectors can forge aproper | “This ‘mistake must now be 
| liaison. ... Rebuild a new Republican Congress. | remedied. A Congress of Repub- 


__ tions major and minor may be raised. ... But of 





__ We bellieve that this call raises important ques- | ca option mus! 1m Bt as 


tions of strategy and tactics forthe lrishrevolution | $7 Eu dominating the whole 
| on which we welcome open debate. This article, | political field and iewdiine 
therefore, analyses the lessons of that unique | = what are the forms of activity 
_movement of the Irish left, the Republican Con- | that move to _ its 
| gress of 1934. Webelievethemtobewrongintheir | = support.”(Republican Congress 
| call for anew congress. We argue inparticularthe | 5/9/34 p.2). 
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Congress, 6th Oct. 1934 p.2) : Seats 


In fact, the Belfast Protestant eRe é 
members appeared at the re- 
publican commemoration of 25st. ae 
Wolfe Tone at Bodenstown on 9 Siye3kesieys. 
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June 18th under the banners: Sha a 


vanguard Party with that of a United Front of differ- 


ent parties and organisations, however Immediate _ 
andurgentitbetofightforbotn. 





WORLD IN CRISIS 


The capitalist world recov- 
ered for only a short period 
after the 1914-18 war before it 
again faced catastrophic 
slump. In attempting to crush 
the wave of workers’ revolu- 
tion that followed the war 
imperialist capitalism mobi- 
lised the dregs of society in 
fascist movements to smash 
the organisations of the work- 
ing class and to resist the 
spread of Bolshevism. 


Inside the USSR the Stalinist 
bureaucracy had destroyed 
the Bolshevik party by 1934. It 
replaced the fight for interna- 
tional communism with self- 
preservation of its own inter- 
ests at the expense of workers’ 
struggle abroad. Most tragi- 
cally, it had so misguided the 
biog German Communist 
Party that it suffered political 
extinction at the hands of the 
Fascists. 


With that event ended the 
last hope of ever winning the 
Communist International 
back to the coherent revolu- 
tionary internationalist poli- 
tics developed under Lenin 
and Trotsky from 1919-23. In- 
stead the so-called communist 
parties world-wide, having 
floundered since 1924, rapidly 
lost all capacity to lead inde- 
pendent prearipiry. Bac 
struggle at the start of the “30s. 


In Ireland, with the consoli- 
dation of Fianna Fail as the oe. 
largest pro-capitalist party : 
from 1927, the IRA — still ex- 
isting as an organised force of 
workers and small farmers — 
was wracked by class tensions. 
A new and radical political 
organisation was created with 
the support of many thou- 
sands of the IRA in 1931, Saor 
Eire [Free Ireland], but it was 
quickly suppressed along with 
most other left-wing organisa- 
tions, by a massive witch-hunt 
by Church and State. While the 
‘mere-physical-force’ faction 
in the [RA held the ring, com- 
munism and catholic reaction 
vied with each other in its 
ranks, even after DeValera 
replaced the openly pro-impe- 
rialist regime of Cosgrave. 


against imperialism an 


matic expressions of this. 


Thus it was that in 


epublic’. 


FOUNDING 


DeValera was conveniently 
served by the IRA’s illusions 
that he would re-instate them 
as the army of the Republic. 
But his tolerance of their street- 
action against the Irish fascists 
soon turned into a determina- 
tion to disarm and demobilise 
them, and after 1935 to perse- 
cution and suppression wor- 


breakaway grou 


talist struggle: 


The outcome was that on all 
the major fronts of struggle - 
re- 
pression, unemployment, fas- 
cism, low wages, the payment 
by small farmers of land an- 
nuities to Britain—the IRA held 
back the struggle within limits 
ese 9a to FF and strength- 
ened FF at its own expense. 
DeValera’s increased majority 
in Dail Eireann in January 1933 
was just one of the most dra- 


1934 
Peadar O’Donnell led a left 
split from the IRA at its Gen- 
eral Army Convention on 
March 17th, taking with him 
about 5,000 IRA volunteers 
from a total IRA membership 
of 35,000. The occasion was the 
failed attempt by O’Donnell, 
George Gilmore and Frank 
Ryan to commit the IRA to 
convene a Republican Con- 
gress. They had been defeated 
by one vote by a it in 
part hostileto sociafradicalism 
and trusting stillin Fianna Fail, 
and for the other part mistrust- 
ing all politics in favour of the 
a force struggle for ‘the 





O’Donnell, Gilmore and 
Ryan, along with some other 
prominent figures of the left, 
notably James Connolly’s 
daughter Nora Connolly 
O’Brien and Michael Price, 
convened a conference of the 
in Athlone 
on7/8 April 1934. They issued 
a manifesto calling for a Con- 
gress to launch a combined 
anti-imperialist and anti-capi- 


“We believe that a republic of a 
united Ireland will never be 


when established would auto- 
matically be “a Republic of the 
workers and small farmers” by 
reason of the social forces that 
would achieve it While it 
spoke of dismantling and re- 
building the Civil Service, 
however, it said nothing of 
breaking up the bedrock of the 
two states — their armies, po- 
lice and coercive apparatus, 
nor of the need to expropriate 
capital other than the large 
ranchers. 


STRUGGLE 


The Congress already repre- 
sented significant forces in it- 
self, organised in branches and 
committees of struggle of 
workers and small farmers. 
While declaring the need for a 
wider mass popular struggle 
for ‘the Republic’ — ie. full 
unity and independence —it 
was already an embryonic 
party with a de facto pro- 
gramme of immediate 
struggle and the maximum 
goal of a Workers’ Republic. 


The Republican Congress 
movement drew in the veter- 
ans of Connolly’s Irish Citizen 
Army including Roddy who, 
with Nora Connolly, played a 
central role in the movement's 
weekly paper Republican Con- 
gress .The paper was turned 
out in a very healthy way to- 








| badat O "Donnell 


wards the struggles of work- 
ers - Protestant and Catholic, 
Republican prisoners, anti- 
fascist fighters, the unem- 
ployed, and the struggles of 
small farmers. 


Nora Connolly described 
their political work: 
‘One of the greatest things we 
have done in working for this 
congress is that we have won to 
the movement many sections in 
the North that had been hostile 
and had kept away from the 
Republican and National move- 


Shankill Road Belfast Branch. 
Break the Connection with Capi- 
talism. Connolly's message our 
Ideal. On to the Workers’ Repub- 
lic’ They did not pretend to speak 
on behalf of the majority of Protes- 
tant workers but declared them- 
selves to be the vanguard, com- 
mitted to “break the connection 
with England and to smash Irish 
capitalism”. The IRA leaders 
ordered that their ‘communist 
banners’ be torn down. 


The "Irish Communist Party” 
(ICP), formalised only in 1933 
as a centralised party with 
about 50 members, had no part 
in initiating the Republican 
Congress, but the success of 
this new movement compelled 
them to enter it. They did not 
write for the weekly Republi- 
can Congress paper but organ- 
ised delegates from many 
front organisations with a 
view to packing the all-impor- 
tant Congress in September. 


SEPTEMBER 


The primary goal of the 
movement was in fact to rally 
forthis Congress. But what did 
they aim to achieve from it? 
Indeed what was it concretely 
possible to achieve through it? 


O’Donnell, Gilmore and 
Ryan represented the majority 
force in the movement. For 


‘them the objective was to rally 


delegates from the IRA, from 
Fianna Fail, from the Labour 
Party and Trade Unions to 
create a broad movement of 
struggle to finally settle the 
national question. 


At the same time O’Donnell 
envisaged the Republican 
Congress developing its own 
organisation more definitely 
as a working class political 
party committed to struggle 
against capitalism and bring- 
ing the mass of small farmers 
into alliance with the working 
class. The Connollyite Per 
ing, around Roddy and Nora 
Connolly, particularly 
stressed this aspect. 


The ICP was determined, 
however, that the Republican 
Congress should never be- 
come a political party. The ICP 
was founded as a hardened 
Stalinist nucleus committed to 
the defence of every twist and 
turn of the Kremlin's zig-zag- 
ging policies. It could not con- 
ceive of .an open democratic 
fight on questions of pro- 
gramme and strategy which 
might win all the proletarian 
political forces in the Republi- 
can Congress movement into 
the beginnings of a genuine 
communist party. 


The Stalinists did, however, 
argue for a “united front from 
below” against imperialism in 
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The Shankill Road contingent at the 1934 Wolfe Tone 
Commemoration. 


the ICP believed that such a 
fight by the working class for 
the limited bourgeois-<iemo- 
cratic slogan of ‘the Republic’ 
would put the workers auto- 
matically in a position of 
power to then begin thestage of 
struggling for the Workers’ 
Republic. This strategic class 
goal would therefore be rele- 
gated during the first stage. 


UNITED FRONT 


Disagreement about 
whether to build a party or a 
united front first surfaced over 
who was to be invited to the 
Republican Congress. The 
view of the O’Donnell and the 
Connollyites in favour of invit- 
ing the Labour Party, the trade 
union leaders and the FF party 
prevailed against the opposi- 
tion of the Irish Communist 
Party. Although Price (a Con- 
nollyite) told the Woodwork- 
ers’ Union in May that the Irish 
Labour Party was not being 
invited, the paper of the Re- 

ublican Congress on July 

8th announced on its cover 
that delegates from “both na- 
tional executives and 
branches” of the IRA, Fianna 
Fail and the Labour Party 
would be part of the Congress. 


The ICP’s argument for ex- 
cluding Fianna Fail was that all 
reformists were equivalent to 
fascists, that DeValera was a 
“national reformist”, and as 
claimed elsewhere by the Irish 
CP, that he was“driving along 
the fascist road"(Inprecorr - the 
Comintern journal - 15th Sept 
1933). The ICP faithfully ap- 
plied the international Stalinist 
line that the Labour Party and 
the union bureaucracy were 
fascists — social fascists — 


struggle against the sOcIAL-FAS- 
cist LABOUR PARTY AND TRADE 
UNION BUREAUCRACY, Which has 
precisely the same slogan” (The 
Irish Case for Communism, 
Cork Workers’ Club, p.24)[our 
emphasis] 


It was correct to oppose the 
ICP’s attempt at an a4 priori 
exclusion of the Labour and 
Trade Union leaderships, and 
even of Fianna Fail. The key 
issue for communists was to 
make no concessions to the 
reformists of the Labour Party 
and ITUC, or to the bourgeois 
nationalists of Fianna Fail who 
were engaged in a deceptive 
posture of conflict with British 
imperialism. 


The decisive need was to de- 
fine the necessary demands 
and actions of an anti-imperi- 
alist front which would in no 
way accomodate treachery by 
the reformists or constitutional 
republicans. Secondly they 
needed to cede nota whit of the 
freedom of action or speech of 
communists or workers to 
them. And thirdly, they had to 
be willing to openly break with 
and denounce any or all of 
them once they moved to be- 
tray the struggles of the united 
front. 


THE RATHMINES 
CONFERENCE 


As things turned out, La- 
bour, the union leaders and 
Fianna Fail used their repeated 
baiting by the ICP as species of 
‘fascists’ as a welcome excuse 
to evade the Republican 
Congress's call for mass united 
action against imperialism. 
The IRA then followed suit. 


thy of the previous regime. 
Thus, alongside the class 
cleavage in the IRA there now 
loomed a growing division 
over whether Fianna Fail 
could be relied upon to ever 
resume the struggle for com- 
plete unity and independence. 


which the working class 
would somehow bypass the 
leaderships of the IRA, Fianna 
Fail and the Labour Party and 
would fight to complete the 
democratic programme of na- 
tional unity and independ- 
ence. Like O’Donnell’s group, 


ments [SHE IS REFERRING TO SEC- 
TIONS OF PROTESTANT WORKERS - 
IWG]. The reason for that was 
that in the Athlone call and week 
in week out in our propaganda 
we showed that the type of Re- 
public we were fighting for wasa 
Workers’ Republic’ (Republican 


which ruled them out of any 
united front. Its founding con- 
ference, for example declared: 
“Such an opportunist slogan as 
the ‘nationalisation of the 
railways WITH compensation’ 
cannot be passed over in silence 
as it disarms the Party and the 


achieved except through a 
struggle which uproots capital- 
ism on its way. ... 

“The lip-service paid to the Re- 
public by leaderships that are 
tethered to Irish capitalism can 
therefore only confuse sincere 
Republicans and unthhold them 


The Rathmines Conference 
drew 186 exclusively left-wing 
activists, some from a Republi- 
can, some from a socialist or 
trade union background.The 
dominant groupings were the 
left Republicans (O’Donnell), 


the Connollyites and the Sta- 








of the Stalinists in the first 
debate. The disastrous out- 
come was guaranteed by the 
wavering of the left Republi- 
cans, for O’Donnell had hoped 
to build both a party and a 
wider front against imperial- 
ism but he was persuaded by 
the Stalinists to abandon the 
idea of a party on the eve of the 
Rathmines meeting. 


Leninists and Trotskyists 
hold that the anti-imperialist 
united front aims to smash the 





with Fianna Fail, agreeing to 

o along with FF’s idea ee a 
bourgeois social order but con- 
cealing the ultimate aim of 
imposing a proletarian social 
order. 


History has tragically 
shown that such a method 
holds back the proletariat from 
any conflict with capitalism 
during the fight against impe- 
rialism, and leads to a recon- 
struction of a new bourgeois 
ruling class in the post colonial 
society on the backs of the work- 
ers who have fought to drive 
out the imperialists. 


The massacre of the Chinese 
workers by the Kuomintan 
bourgeois nationalists in 192 
was the sharpest example of 
this opportunist political sub- 
ordination to the bourgeoisie. 
This form of opportunism 
towards the bourgeoisie was 
developed as a general 
method by Stalin in 1935-6 in 
France and Spain under the 
name of the Popular Front.. 


the twenties, in Spain in the 
civil war, Stalinism claimed to 
be applying Lenin’s slogan of 


the democratic dicatorshtp of the | 


proletariat and peasantry. 

In reality, however, Lenin 
dropped this slogan after Febru- 
ary 1917, not because it had 
been already achieved, not 
because this “stage” had been 
passed, but because it could 
not be achieved! The peasantry 
had not been won over by the 


working class and the working | 
| danger of trying to popularize 


class had no# been installed in 
power and could not be as long 
as long as they limited their 
struggle to a democratic stage. 


Lenin recognised in 1917, as 
Trotsky’s Permanent Revolution 
had argued since 1906, that the 
bourgeoisie could only be kept 
from power, and the peasants’ 
needs fulfilled, by a revolution 
against the bourgeoisie under 
the slogan of the Dictatorship 
of the Proletariat, with the sup- 
port of the Somers i.e. the 
Workers’ Republic. The so- 
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It is clear from its history 


that the slogan to “Reconvene 


the Republican Congress” can 
mean very different things to 
different groups. If Congress 
‘86 are using it to argue for 
some kind of mass anti-impe- 
rialist united front, centred on 
workers and the poor, it would 
be better to say so directly. The 


this under the slogan to recon- 
vene the Republican Congress 
is not only confusion but ab- 
stractness. Proposals for united 
front action must be, of all 
things, concrete. 


For example the LCR could 


| practically advance the united 


front call by throwing their 
weight and prestige behind 
the fight to put working class 
action at the centre of mobilis- 
ing all anti-imperialist forces 


“RECONVENE THE 
REPUBLICAN 


CONGRESS?” 


believe that any united front, 
no matter how massive or mili- 
tant, can grow over spontane- 
ously into communist revolu- 
tion. Only the intervention of a 
Leninist-Trotskyist party can 
bring about the downfall of the 
system of capitalist imperial- 
ism by winning the leadership 
of the toiling masses mobilised 
in various united fronts, and in 
soviets— the highest form of 
workers’ united front. 


Nor will any united front 
create the necessary condi- 
tions for the fusion of radical 
elements into the nucleus of 
the kind of party that is 
needed. To create that party 
demands two things in the 
present circumstances. One is 
to fight to establish its pro- 
grammatic basis in the only 
unfalsified tradition of revolu- 


tionary communism —thetradi- 
tion of Lenin and Trotsky. The 
other is to engage in the class 
struggle with a concrete action 
programme that links immedi- 
ate tasks to the perspective 


against repression. 


The fudged nature of the 
Congress ‘86 callis seen in how 
it comes across to Long Kesh 
| prisoner, Tommy McKearney, 
in a letter to The Leninist (No. 


called ‘democratic dictator- 
ship of the proletariat and 
peasantry was thus aban- 
doned by the Bolsheviks as a 
cul-de-sac and an unattainable 
idea, not as a stage already 


But the left Republican per- 
spective was more complex 
than this. It was rooted in or- 
ganisations of struggle which 
made it on the surface much 
more attractive. O’Donnell 


armed control of the imperial- 
ists and their agents and insti- 
tute the most thoroughoin 

democratic measures for self- 
determinationwhich leave 
open the question of which 


class will fule within ‘the argued at the Rathmines Con- _ exhausted. | 58): working class power. 
~ nation.Th | iar Pig . : ail | “a new Congress would/could But the first question must 
nation.Therefore, a proletarian The way: to build is w create THE STALINISTS gr Borat of pe nana = 


not, initially anyway, be a unt- 
fied party. ... within Republican 
Congress type work lies the best 
hope of developing and building 
a genuine workers’ vanguard 
under present conditions in Ire- 
land, 

“Nor is this necessarily a put- 
ting of priorities about face; that 
is, calling for a Popular Front 
before a solid vanguard exists. ... 
conditions must be created 
which allow for the emergence of 


»g party cannot bind itself to the 
¢%"° slogan of the bourgeois Re- 
‘* public as the goal of an anti- 
imperialist united front. Nor 
would it serve any purpose to 
impose the slogan of the Work- 
.. . ers’ Republic on a front em- 
«Sc. bracing revolutionary nation- 
| "& alists. 


A united front cannot be 
envisaged as an ongoing bloc 
with other parties or a half way 


committees of workers and small 
farmers to conduct working class 
and small farmer struggles, and 
to express the political aspira- 
tions of these growing forces in 
increased and urgent campaigns 
to achieve the blic. In this 
way Irish capitalism will be ex- 
posed, and ever-growing power 
will rest in our committees of 
workers and small farmers. A 
republic achieved that way be- 
comes a workers and small farm- 


tradition, strategy, perspectives 
and tactics. Until Congress ‘86 
confronts this in open discus- 
sion and debate, nothing solid 
can be gained from fudged 
appeals to inspiring but ulti- 
mately failed historical experi- 
ences. The Republican 
Congress’s legacy of confu- 
sion, in the case of the LCR, 
actually disguises their failure 
to speak clearly, as commu- 


The Stalinists of the ICP — 
rowed in behind O’Donnell’s 
stageism and against the Con- 
nollyites. Their core argument 
was put by their Moscow- 
trained General Secretary Sean | 
Murray: 





“I would state the position to be | 
the opposite of what Michael 
Price a ConNOLLYITE] says . He 
says you cannot get rid of British 


linists led by Sean Murray. 


There were two major ques- 
tions. The first was whether 
the strategic goal of the Irish 
Revolution should be defined 
as ‘the Republic’ or the Work- 
ers’ Republic. The second was 
whether to found a new revo- 
lutionary workers’ party. On 
both issues the conference was 
polarised and ultimately split. 


The Rathmines Congress 
could potentially have defined 
the basis for an anti-imperialist 
United Front and begun the 
fight for it. But given the nature 
of the attendance it also repre- 
sented a clear opportunity to 
create the elements of a cadre 
organisation and programme 
for a new revolutionary work- 
ers’ party which would fight 
for the united front as part of a 
revolutionary communist pro- 
gramme. 


The ICP was determined to 
block any decision to build a 
party, but on the other hand 
the Connollyites failed to dis- 
tinguish the two tasks, party 
and united front, and fell foul 


In its recent journal the 
centrist League for a Workers’ 
Republic examines the history 
of the Republican Congress. Its 
conclusions, however, are 
merely an apology for the 
LWR’'s own stageism . 


It argues that the Congress 
could not have “set up” an 
anti-imperialist United Front. 
This reflects the actual practice 
of the LWR which refuses to 
openly argue for united front 
tactics until such time as they 
can themselves preside over 
large forces. The Comintern 
under Lenin and Trotsky, 
however, urged even the 
smallest communist parties to 
2p>ply united front tactics! 


ihe LWR goes on to argue 
that the Republican Congress 


house to a new party. It is 
fought for by revolutionary 
communists only for limited 
concrete goals of struggle, for 
practical resistance to repres- 
sion up to and includffig insur- 
rectionary general strike, to 
drive out imperialist forces. 


LEFT REPUBLICANS 


While O’Donnell and his 
colleagues had been forced to 
break with the organisation of 
the IRA to found the Republi- 
can Congress their strategic 
perspective was still a left vari- 
ant of republicanism — of na- 
tional independence first as 
the pre-condition of then 
going on to fight for the eman- 
cipation of labour. The core of 
O’Donnell’s argument was: 

“We dare not jump through a 
stage in the fight raising now the 
slogan ‘Workers Republic’, and 
leaving Fianna Fail to escape, 
saying that they are standing for 
one kind of Republic, and that we 
stand for a different one.” (R.C., 
6th Oct., p.2) 


Thus O'Donnell was re 
ing for a diplomatic use of “The 
Republic’ as a slogan for unity 


ers republic because the organs of 
struggle become the organs of 
Government, to express the will 
of those who were the driving 
oe for victory”. 


Such struggles would in fact 
be held back by a front which 
undertook to limit all actions 
to the pursuit first of the bour- 
geois Republic. O’Donnell 
thus grossly underestimated 
of the centrality of a revolu- 
tionary party with a pro- 
gramme of open struggle 
against capitalism at all points. 
It was the other side of his seri- 
ous underestimation of the 
difficulty of smashing thecapi- 
talist state. 


LENIN 


His notion of of a “workers 
and small farmers state’ aris- 
ing inevitably from the sponta- 
neous mass action of the 
masses in the democratic 
struggle was one repeatedly 
used by Stalinism to excuse the 
sell-out of working class politi- 
cal independence. In China in 


imperialism until you smash capi- 
talism. I say you cannot smash 
capitalism until you get rid of 
British imperialism. Therefore, let 
Congress address itself to the task 

- of fighting for the leadership of the 
great masses of the Irish people 
who are fighting for national inde- 
pendence.” (R.C. 13th Oct 1934, 
p.2) 


Although the Stalinists were 
out to confine the Republican 
Congress to the role of a revo- 
lutionary nationalist front, 
their arguments made it clear 
that the propaganda of com- 
munists in such a front would 
not go beyond arguing the 
democratic A alie a “only 
the aps geal of Price and 
Connolly in any way defended 


_ the strategic interests of the 


working class. Sadly, how- 
ever, they fought for their line 
without arguing how the lim- 
ited platform of an action-front 
should be distinguished from 
this strategic working class 
programme. 





Continued on page 6 








a strong party”. 
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Roddy Connolly 19 
the coalition with Fine Gael. 





LWR - RENDERING CONFUSION Mork PROFOUND 


could and should have set up 
“a large Workers’ Republican 
party”, but that the key point 
of its fighting programme 
should have been “the uncon- 
ditional demand for a Repub- 
lic whatever its social content” 
(WR 122 p.11). Hence, they 
argue, Koddy Connolly was 
wrong to argue for the Work- 
ers’ Republicas the strategy for 
the Irish Revolution as against 
‘The Republic’. 


They claim that the early, 
revolutionary Comintern sup- 
ported this travesty of Lenin 
and Trotsky, but in fact their 
quotation explicitly argues 


that the struggle be waged on 
theworking class programme 
of social revolution against 
capitalism (i.e. for the Work- 
ers’ Republic). They cite the 
Comintern resolution:“To win 
success the masses must be mobi- 
lised against the Free State, and 
this can only be done on the basis 
of the social programme of the 
Communist Party of Ireland. [THE 
HEALTHY PRE-1923 PARTY OF WHICH 
R.CONNOLLY WAS LEADER - CS]... 
Long Live the Irish national 
struggle for independence! Long 
Live the Workers’ Republic of Ire- 
land!” 


It is elementary for the Inter- 


national to give unconditional 
support to national struggles 
against imperialism even 
when led by bourgeois forces; 
but within the colonial country, 
communists do not give un- 
conditional support to the slo- 
gan of the bourgeois Republic. 
That would mean relegating 
the class struggleas soon asthe 
nationalists demanded this as 
a condition of forming the 
united front to struggle for that 
‘Republic’! 


Whatever LWR’s private as- 
piration for the Workers’ Re- 
public, the politics they have 
argued down the years actu- 


ally limits the revolutionary 
action of the working class 
struggle to achieving the 
democratic programme: e.g. 
“The only way forward is the 
complete re-organization of the 
economy of the 32 Counties in 
the interests of the Irish people. 
... This can only be done by a 
fully sovereign independent 
government of a united 32- 
County Ireland, after the driving 
out of the British forces and the 
dismantling of the collaboration- 
ist institutions linked to Leinster 
House” (WR 95) 


LWKR suggests the Republi- 
can Congress should have 


(The writer perhaps is using 
PopuLar FRont loosely to mean a 
UNITED FRONT With a popular fol- 


The IWG, however, do not 


Party conference which 
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nists must, however small our 
forces, to the immediate needs 
of the struggles of anti-imperi- 
alists, workers, women, youth, 
the unemployed and all op- 
pressed. 





chaired duri ng 





formed a new party, but nota 
revolutionary communist one, 
despite their mention of 
Trotsky’s struggle for pre- 
cisely that. LWR’s obsessive 
search for the half-way-house 
party flows from the fetish that 
the process of history in itself 
must inevitably make it a revo- 
lutionary party! They boasted: 
The LWR has been campaigning 
for a 32-County Workers’ Party 
for over 5 years. Such a party 
would be committed to Irish 
unity, we said, and to the inde- 
pendent representation of the 
working class as a class. lt would 
not claim to be a revolutionary 
Party’. (WR No. 116, p.10) 


For any doubters that 
should be the complete proof 
of their abandonment of Lenin 
and Trotsky! 
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1934 continued from page 5 


THE WORKERS’ REPUBLIC 


The Connollyites why at Rath- 
mines tocommitthecon 

strategic goal of a Workers Republic 
supported by small farmers and the 


was reported as follows: 
‘It went down to the question of what 
was the best method of developing the 
thoughts and outlook and efforts of those 
who would ocme into the Congress— ... 
the slogan of the Workers’ Republic ... 
dated from 1896 when it was advanced 
by the Irish Socialist Republican Party 
founded by James Connolly. It brought 
out the greatest force, intensity, passion 
and enthusiasm of the Irish working 
class. It was something the workers, 
small farmers and agricultural labour- 


weld that trinity together and help make 
them invincible in the leadership of the 
struggle against capitalism” (R.C., 6th 
Oct 1934,p.2). 


The failure to ot Sond distinguish 
Party and United I 
| latent in James Connolly’s legacy. He 
had wrongly identified the class 
struggle with the national struggle, 
instead of distinguishing and linking 
them. Now his followers failed to 
| distinguish the organisational forms 
for combining them — party and 
united front. Roddy Connolly’s pres- 
entation of the united front appears 
| not to recognise the non-working 
class character of many of the forces 
alongside whom a ae against 
imperialism would initially have to 
be waged: 

He wanted a fight with allies in the trade 

union movement, in the labour move- 

ment and the small farmers. They could 


tees in the country or with the trade 
unionists or anywhere unless they ap- 
proached the question from the stand- 
point of the Workers’ Republic. R.C. 
13th Oct p.4) 


“Through the Republic” 


But whereas the Connolly perspec- 
tive saw all the potentially anti-impe- 
rialist forces as essentially proletar- 
ian, Stalinist stageism (as in China ) 
explicitly reserved a leading role for 
the bourgeoisie and Apshsicarim ma 

sie in the anti-imperialist struggle. 


Given the alliance of left national- 
ists and Stalinists at Rathmines in 
favour of stageism and against defin- 
ing the strategic “am ofthe revolution 
as the Workers’ Kepublic it is surpris- 
ing that the vote was so close — 99 to 
84. But the upshot was that the Con- 
nollyites had suffered a major pro- 
grammiatic defeat. 


Having lost this battle they saw 
little point in fighting for their second 
main motion which was to build a 
new Workers’ Republic Party. They 
withdrew it. Some walked out of the 
conference, including Price and Nora 
Connolly. Others stayed, only to lose 
interest in the Congress as it decayed, 
first into a left nationalist ramp and 
then into a periphery of the ICP. 


The weekly paper had previously 
carried the slogan “organ of the com- 
mittees of workers and small farmers 
working for the united front against fas- 
cism and for the Irish Workers’ Repub- 
lic”, but afterwards it reflected the 
victory of ‘labour must wait’ 
stageism— “organ of the united front of 
| Republican and working class forces 


| through the Irish Republic to the Work- 
ers’ Republic”. 
The ICP had lined up with 
O’Donnell’s stageism at Kathminesin 
the belief that having blocked the 
formation of a party the Republican 
Congress stood a good change of 
being handled as an ICP periphery 
and source of recruits. Its working 
class support fell away and left it in 
| financial crisis, utting an end to the 
paper from Sth ah 1935 to 30th March 
when it re-appeared as a dispirited 


as a transparent front for the Stalinist 
ICP. 





erence to the | 


poor. Roddy Connolly’s argument | 


ers thoroughly understood. It would | 


ront was already — 


not securely build united front commit- | 


against imperialism and fascism and — 


| left-nationalist monthly. It ended up | 











INTERNATIONAL 





| After eight years in Afghanistan, 


the USSR has suddenly announced 
a pull-out to begin on May 15th, on 
the sole condition that the imperial- 
ist powers promise not to intervene 
or give further military aid to the 
anti-Kabal forces. 

The Afghan left which has weath- 


| ered a civil war with feudalist reac- 


tionaries for ten years, rightly fears 
that Gorbachev may be abandon- 
ing them in a lion’s den in the uto- 
pian hope of lessening imperialist 
antagonism towards the Soviet 
Union itself. Pakistani dictator, Zia 
Ul Haq, and the hydra-headed 
suerilla movement are determined 
to have the majority and all the key 
posts in an “interim government” 
to which Gorbachev is prepared to 
hand over power. So why did the 
USSR ever go into Afghanistan? 
And howis the reactionary restora- 
tion to be resisted? 

The immediate reason for the So- 
viet invasion was the likely collapse 


| of the Afghan government of the 


People’s Democratic Party of Af- 
ghanistan (PDPA). It had come to 
power in 1978 committed to a pro- 
gramme of democratic reforms such 
as land reform and women’s literacy 
rights. Its seizure of power foiled the 
plans of the Shah of Iran and the CIA 
to pull Afghanistan into the camp of 
western imperialism. The PDPA re- 
gime pursued a pro-Soviet foreign 


| policy and strengthened economic 


relations with the USSR. 

By late 1979 the base of the PDPA 
had been severely weakened. Its base 
had traditionally been amongst state 
administrators, teachers and army 
officers committed to a modernized 
and more democratic Afghanistan. 
This made it extremely difficult for it 
to push through its reform pro- 
gramme in the countryside. Attempts 
to do so invariably fanned the flames 
of Islamic reaction. 

The PDPA’s own ‘top down’ bu- 
reaucratic @pproach to the reform 
programme did little to pacify the 
reactionaries in the countryside and 
the regime was soon faced with acivil 
war. Its writ often did not run beyond 
the major towns and transport lines. 
Imperialism openly aided the reac- 
tionary forces hoping to destroy the 


| PDPA regime and establish a pro- 


western, anti-Soviet regime in Af- 
ghanistan. 
Internal factional strife further 


| weakened the PDPA. The more rural 


based, Pushtun Khalgi faction of 
Amin openly feuded with the prepon- 
derantly urban Dari speaking 
Parcham faction of Babrak Karmal. 
As head of government in 1979 Amin 
was committed to an increased use of 
repression in order to push the reform 
programme through. Meting out re- 
pression against opposition inside the 
PDPA, Amin further narrowed the 


| base of the regime within the Afghan 


civil war. 

The Soviet Armed Forces (SAF) 
intervened in December 1979. They 
executed Amin and hisclosest associ- 
ates who were now discovered to 
have been imperialist agents! The 


| Parchamite Karmal was installed in 


office as Moscow’s favourite son. 
His job was to defuse the civil war 
crisis by dampening down the pace of 
the reforms that were provoking reac- 
tionary resistance. The Soviet occu- 
pation of Afghanistan was to back 


| him in this endeavour. 


CONTRADICTORY 
CHARACTER 


The Soviet invasion of 1979 had a 
profoundly contradictory character. 
The Kremlin bureaucracy intervened 
in order to defend their own security 
interests against imperialist backed 
reaction in the Afghan Civil War. The 
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Soviet bureaucracy did not wish to 
see the PDPA regime replaced by one 
that would turn Afghanistan into an 
imperialist base for observation and 
listening posts right on the border of 
Soviet Central Asia. They were also 
worried that an imperialist backed 
Islamic client state would bring intol- 
erable pressure to bear on the Asian 
Soviet Republics. To that extent they 
had to forestall a victory of the reac- 
tionary forces. 

However, the deeply conservative 
Soviet bureaucracy had no use for the 
reform policies of the “Afghan revo- 
lution’. Those policies were serving 
to endanger its own security in having 
provoked reactionary opposition and 
opened a door to imperialist influence 
over the opposition forces. From 
1979 until today the SAF have at- 
tempted to undo even the most mod- 
est measures of the reform pro- 
gramme of the PDPA. This highlights 
the absurdity of the claims by those, 
like the Spartacists and sections of the 
Stalinist movement, that the Soviet 
army were invading as defenders of 
the ‘Afghan revolution’ and should 
be hailed. The Soviet bureaucracy 
invaded Afghanistan for its own reac- 
tionary purposes. For this reason it 
was necessary for revolutionaries to 
make clear their opposition to that 
invasion. However, once the USSR 
was inside Afghanistan the question 
was, would the withdrawal of the 
SAF aid or hinder the struggle for 
victory over reaction in the civil war? 
Thanks to the stupidity of the Krem- 
lin and the bureaucratism of the 
PDPA the forces of progress on their 
own could not, and still yet cannot, 
defeat the reactionary rebels. For this 
reason, and notwithstanding our 
Opposition to the invasion, we have: 
consistently argued against the call! 
for an immediate and total with- 
drawal of the SAF. 

The USSR’s invasion of Afghani- 
stan served to physically defend the 
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A women's literacy class - now threatened by concessions 
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progressive forces in Afghan society, 
grouped around the PDPA, from 
destruction at the hands of reaction. 
However, the military and security 
apparatus of the USSR and its most 
loyal Afghan agents were also de- 
ployed to destroy any independent 
initiative by any section of those 
progressive forces on behalf of their 
own democratic reform programme. 

Karmal was instructed to back- 
pedal on all of the PDPA’s reforms. 
Land ownership limits were raised. In 
reality the land reform programme 
had already been hampered by an 
absence of material and physical 
support to the rural poor to exercise 
their new rights. Under Karmal the 
larger landowners were to be under 
less challenge. 


RECONCILIATION 





The regime searched desperately 
for a reconciliation with the Islamic 
clergy, the mosque. The women’s 
literacy campaign, which so outraged 
Islamic reaction, was increasingly 
restricted to the urban areas. At the 
same time Soviet and PDPA repre- 
sentatives tried to lure King Moham- 
med Zahir Shah back from his Italian 
exile to head the government. The 
overall direction of Soviet policy was 
to attempt to cobble together an 
agreement with the tribal chiefs, the 
mosque and the monarchy that would 
protect the Soviet bureaucracy’s se- 
curity interests. 

As it became clear that the Soviet 
Armed Forces and the PDPA Afghan 
Army were unable to secure a rapid 
military victory (imperialist backing 
for the rebels saw to that) Soviet tac- 
tics towards the opposition changed. 
Where possible they made their own 
private deals with the oppositional 
and tribal chiefs to leave them alone 
in return for a military truce. In 1983 
they made a cease-fire treaty with 
Ahmad Shah Massud—the ‘Lion of 
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the Panjshir’. Such deals recognized 
the rights of the particular chief to 
determine the political and social 
practices in their given zone and fur- 
ther diminished the PDPA’s author- 
ity. In the case of Massud the deal 
gave the opposition a breathing space 
within which it was able to reorganize 
and regroup. The truce with Massud 
broke down in 1984. 

Where such tactics failed the SAF 
were prepared to devastate whole 
areas. Local populations were faced 
with the choice of submission or of 
joining the mass exodus from the 
countryside into the cities, or to exile 
in Pakistan or Iran. Approximately 
four million refugees have left Af- 
ghanistan in the last 8 years. The 
population of the capital city, Kabul, 
has swollen four-fold to two million. 

Yet these methods failed to stem 
the activities of the opposition forces. 
The western media 1s ever ready to 
broadcast stories by dewy-eyed jour- 
nalists like the aptly named Sandy 
Gall about how the fine, upstanding, 
freedom loving Afghan rebels are 
opposing communist aggression. In 
reality the opposition is deeply reac- 
tionary and extremely barbaric. It is 
riven not only by tribal and national 
rivalries but also by a division be- 
tween Islamic fundamentalists and 
monarchists. In no sense is it a coher- 
ent nationalist movement. In no sense 
are its goals those of real national 
liberation. 

The Islamic fundamentalists are to 
be found in such groups as Jamiat-i- 
Islami and the Islamic Alliance for 
the Liberation of Afghanistan. They 
favour the creation of an Islamic 
Republic where the mosque would 
rule and where women will not only 
have their hopes of literacy dashed 
but also where purdah (the ritualized 
separation of women from men) 
would be re-introduced. They fight 
the PDPA as the enemies of Islam and 
the agents of Satan. —_[contd. Page 7] 











IN JULY 1979 the Sandinistas 
(FSLN) led the mass movement 
which overthrew the U.S. backed 
dictator Somoza. Initially sections 
of the bourgeoisie had supported 
the Sandinistas because of the per- 
sonal corruption of Somoza and his 
accumulation of a large proportion 
of the country’s resources. The 
history of Nicaragua since has been 
dominated by the impossibility of 
maintaining that alliance. 

At the level of government the 
FSLN, despite strenuous efforts to 
include significant representation of 
the bourgeoisie, have failed to main- 
tain the alliance forged to get rid of 
Somoza. April 1980 saw the depar- 
ture from the governing junta of 
Violetta Barrios de Chamorro and 
Alfonso Robelo, who was later to 
become a leading contra. Their bour- 
geois replacements lasted only a little 
longer, with Arturo Cruz leaving the 
junta in 1981 and joining the Contras 
sometime later. 

This failure to maintain the Popular 
Front at the level of government did 
not, however, mean that the strategy 
of maintaining an alliance with 
Nicaragua’s capitalists was aban- 
doned by the Sandinista leadership. 
Far from it, they were determined to 
maintain it despite the refusal of the 
bourgeoisie and the Church leaders to 
co-operate. In practice maintaining 
the multi-class alliance meant pre- 
serving and encouraging private agri- 
culture and industry. Comandante 
Jaimie Wheelock, Minister for Agri- 
culture, put it in its most utopian form 
in 1984: 

‘Let the bourgeoisie just produce 
and limit itself, as a class, to a pro- 
ductive role. Let it use its means of 
production to live, not as an instru- 





Resistance forces in the Shi’ite 
Hazara region have had increased 
support from Iran. They too are 
committed to an Islamic Republic but 
one likely to be at odds with that 
favoured by the rest of the predomi- 
nantly Sunni Afghan Islamic funda- 
mentalists. | 

The other major axis in the opposi- 
tion is comprised of a collection of 
monarchist groups. These are more 
openly favourable to western imperi- 
alism. They favour never allowing a 
communist party to exist in Afghani- 
stan and are tied to the old traditional 
ruling class of the country. 

Intensely divided, the opposition 
was and remains incapable of mili- 
tary victory, even less of a unified 
political solution. To the extent that 
they advance political solutions they 
are all variants of a reactionary drive 
to block those who want to modernize 
and democratize Afghanistan. They 
wish to wipe away every trace of a 
secular Afghan state that tries, in 
however limited and bureaucratic 
way, to break with the backwardness 
and oppression of the past, particu- 
larly as far as women are concemed. 

However, the scale of military and 
financial backing for the rebels al- 
lows them to cause continued mili- 
tary headaches for the SAF. The US 
has spent over $1 billion in military 
aid. The Washington Post has re- 
ported that in 1985 alone the US 
Congress allocated $250 million to 
the Afghan contras. Saudi Arabia, 
Iran and Pakistan are all backing 
various resistance groups. So too 
does China. That the Afghan funda- 
mentalists were passing on Stingers 
to Iran shows both how well armed 
they are and also the all-pervasive 
freebooting in their ranks. 

It 1s little wonder then that Babrak 
Karmal’s regime failed to restore 
order despite the presence of Soviet 
troops. Increasingly the urban and 
gas and oil producing areas have 


‘Nicaragua Nine 


ment of power or domination.’ 

Of course there was never any 
question that the Nicaraguan bour- 
geoisie or any other capitalist class, 
would voluntarily give up its political 
power, its direct control of the state, 
while a ‘painless’ transition to social- 
ism was adopted. At best a minority 
offered grudging, if obstructive co- 
operation. The majority set about 
sabotaging the economy, decapitaliz- 
ing the plants and organising, with the 
help of their North American friends, 
the counter-revolution. 

What we have seen in Nicaragua in 
the first eight and a half years is living 
proof that tying the workers’ and 
peasants’ struggle to a “democratic 
stage’ sows the seeds of bloody de- 
feat for the masses. This can be seen 
most clearly in the agricultural policy 
adopted by the Sandinistas. 

The growing of cotton, coffee and 
to a lesser extent, cattle raising were 
crucial to the primarily agricultural 
Nicaraguan economy. While 
Somoza’s considerable lands were 
expropriated (amounting to 20% of 
Nicaragua’s agricultural land), peas- 
ant land occupations of other farms 
were discouraged and reversed by the 
new government. Capitalist farmers 
were given even more handouts than 
under Somoza, money sorely needed 
to reconstruct the country after the 
devastation of the war. 

The first Agrarian Law Reform 


-was delayed until August 1981 in 


order not to alienate the bourgeois 
members of the government.When 
finally enacted the 1981 Reform was 


become Soviet-ringed encampments 


patrolled internally by the Afghan 
army and PDPA-militia. To that ex- 
tent the SAF still affords the progres- 
sive forces in the Afghan civil war a 
degree of immediate physical de- 
fence from the barbaric ‘justice’ in- 
tended for them by reaction How- 
ever, at the same time the Moscow 
bureaucrats through the agency of the 
SAF have increasingly ensured their 
own political control of the Afghan 
regime's policies. 


KARMAL REPLACED 


In 1985 Babrak Karmal was re- 
moved from office. He was replaced 
by the Soviet trained head of the secu- 
rity police (KHAD) Najibullah. 
Under Najibullah, doubtless with the 








MAIN ETHNIC AREAS OF 
AFGHANISTAN AND BORDERS 


regime has attempted to ditch every 
remaining commitment to demo- 
cratic reforms. The last woman in the 
Politburo—Anhita Ratebzad—has 
been removed from office. Overtures 
to the King have been increased un- 
der Najibullah who has said the 
monarch ‘could play a big role in 
unifying the country’. 

Najibullah committed the regime 


extremely moderate and did little to 
assuage the land hunger of the peas- 
ants. It was only in 1985 with an 
escalating Contra war and real signs 
of disaffection amongst the small and 
landless peasants that a slightly more 
radical land reform was introduced. 
Even today the president of the Na- 
tional Farmers’ and Stockmans’ Un- 
ion, (SNAG), a union of small and 
medium farmers which is increas- 
ingly amajor social base of the FSLN 
regime, can declare: 

‘I would say that the agrarian law 
to date has been very prudent... you 
might even say conservative. The new 
law is also consistent with the mixed 
economy and political pluralism.’ 

In so criticizing the Sandinistas we 
do not ignore the real gains of the 
1979 revolution, the freedom from 
the constant repression and violence 
of the Somoza dictatorship, the right 
to vote and to join trade unions, the 
gains in health care and in educa- 
tion—in particular the literacy cam- 
paigns—and the improvements in 
housing and sanitation. Yet the eco- 


nomic blockade imposed by the | 


USA, the massive human and finan- 
cial costs of the US-backed contra 
war, the sabotage and obstruction of 
the bourgeoisie and the undoubted 
corrupting effect of a massive black 
market and ‘informal economy’ is 
increasingly undermining many of 
these gains. 

Between March 1982 and January 
this year, various ‘states of emer- 
gency’ have outlawed the right to 
strike for all but a few months during 


to a process of ‘national reconcill- 
ation’. This is explicitly linked to 
creating the conditions for a Soviet 
withdrawal. In order to make that 
possible local reconciliation agree- 
ments are being sought with rebel 
chiefs. 

If such reconciliation is possible it 
will be bought at the price of finally 
jettisoning all that was progressive 
(in a purely democratic sense since 
none of the PDPA’s objectives were 
ever socialist) in the PDPA’s pro- 
gramme. There is no mention of the 
emancipation of women or women’s 
literacy in the reconciliation pro- 
gramme. The regime is at pains now 
to stress its Islamic nature. Najibullah 
recently declared: 

‘Itis claimed that power in Kabul is 
in the hands of infidels. But you can 
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see for yourselves that the govern- 
ment is protecting Islam.’ 

In order to enforce that message 
state TV has been bedecked with Is- 
lamic symbols. In addition Najibul- 
lah has declared his intention of con- 
voking a grand assembly of tribal 
chiefs—the traditional Loyah Jirga. 
In fact the Afghan interim constitu- 
tion instituted after the Soviet inva- 
sion calls that body ‘the highest organ 
of state power.’ 






INTERNATIONAL _ 


Years On 


the elections. Real wages in Nicara- 
gua now stand at only 57% of their 
1980 value—signalling a real fall in 
living standards of the masses. There 
has been a considerable exodus from 
the factories and into the ‘informal 
economy’ which now accounts for 
49% of the economically active 
population. The war takes up over 
50% of the governmental expendi- 
ture and most education and housing 
programmes are at a standstill. 

Nine years on it is increasingly 
clear that the Sandinistas have gone 
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All this shows that Najibullah’s 
Soviet advisers would desperately 
like to strike a deal with reaction that 
would enable it to end the occupation. 
They want guarantees that Afghani- 
stan will not become an anti-Soviet 
base. And in return they would ditch 
the reform programme completely 
and even leave many of the PDPA’s 
150,000 members to face the ‘wrath 
of Allah’ at the hands of the blood- 
thirsty rebels. 

At present world imperialism is not 
that willing to let the Soviet bureauc- 
racy off the hook. The deal Gor- 
bachev is seeking may well continue 
to elude him. But for those behind the 
Soviet lines the danger signals are all 
too clear to see. They may well prove 
the ultimate victims of the Soviet 
Union’s reactionary policies. But 
those very forces must not pay the 
price the SAF and Najibullah are 
asking for withdrawal. They must 
fight to maintain the campaign for 
women’s rights. Against the Loyah 
Jirga they must fight for democratic 
rights for the masses. Against 
Najibullah’s born again Islam they 
must fight for the complete separa- 
tion of mosque and state. 

Afghan society is desperately im- 
poverished and devastated by civil 
war and the Soviet invasion. To make 
reform projects meaningful, to raise 
the material and cultural level of the 
masses Afghanistan needs a massive 
injection of aid for irrigation, mecha- 
nization and transport. Those who 
want to forestall a deal that will see 
power handed back to the traditional 
chiefs must demand that the USSR 
provide that aid with no strings. It 
likes to profess to its ‘internationalist 
duty to Afghanistan’. Let it show it by 
providing the armaments, the troops 
and the aid Afghan progressive forces 
need to secure victory in the civil war. 
But let it do so without intervening in 
the political affairs of those defend- 
ing themselves in that civil war. Real 
aid, and not political repression, can 
defeat reaction. 
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down a futile and dangerous path of 
courting the bourgeoisie. They have 
effectively allowed the bourgeoisie 
to veto all measures directed towards 
beginning the socialist organisation 
of society or any forms of mass 
democracy, even while the bourgeoi- 
sie organizes a war to overthrow the 
revolution! 

The complete failure of Ortega’s 
most recent compromises to try to 
show the U.S. congress how moder- 
ate he is, brings home the iron neces- 
sity of constructing a revolutionary 
party armed with the perspective of 
permanentrevolution, the only possi- 
bility of areal and lasting victory over 
imperialism. 
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FORCES OF PROGRESS 


Such demands, it must be recog- 
nized, can only be wrung out of the 
USSR if the forces of progress in 
Afghanistan organise to fight for 
them independently. Our suspension 
of a call for the withdrawal of Soviet 
troops does not mean that we entrust 
the USSR with the fate of Afghani- 
stan. On the contrary, the forces of 
progress in Afghanistan need to use 
the physical protection afforded by 
the presence of the SAF to build inde- 
pendent organisations—urban coun- 
cils, workers’ councils, independent 
militias etc. Such bodies alone can 
guard and extend all democratic and 
progressive social gains in Afghani- 
stan. And the progressive forces 
themselves need to be broken from 
the PDPA’s Stalinist inspired bureau- 
cratic reform programme and won to 
a programme of real socialist revolu- 
tion. Such a programme would have, 
as its point of departure, the recogni- 
tion that, not least because of its ter- 
rible backwardness, Afghanistan’s 
fate is inextricably bound up with the 
fate of the entire region within which 
it exists. 

Afghanistan is a patchwork of 
peoples, a residue of imperialism’s 
wars in the regian. Its Pushtun people 
straddle the border with Pakistan. 
The northern Kirghiz, Tajik, Uzbek 
and Turkmen peoples all have a ma- 
jority of their population in the 
USSR. The Baluchis in the south west 
straddle the territory of Iran and Paki- 
stan. The problems of the impover- 
ishment and backwardness of the 
Afghan peoples can only be solved in 
the context of a revolutionary social- 
ist federation of South West and 
Central Asia. This will only be won 
against the Afghan rebels, against 
Khomeini’s Iran and against the reac- 
tionary regime in Pakistan. And it 
will have to be won against the plans 
of the Soviet bureaucracy to settle 
their Afghan problem hand in hand 
with those butchers. Ea 
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WITH THE Labour 
Party slightly up in the 
Opinion polls and faced 
with the danger of a snap 
election, Dick Spring can 
hardly want a public fight 
with the Militant ten- 
dency. He is undoubtedly 
bent on directly control- 
ling every section of the 
party from which left- 
wing criticism or dissent 
sr be forthcoming, 
and to this end he has 
imposed a whole new set 
of controls designed to 
curb Labour Youth in 
which Militant enjoys 
complete control. 


Every honest socialist in the 
labour and trade union move- 
ment will be outraged, there- 
fore, at the connivance of the 
so-called Labour Left in new 
manoeuvres against Militant. 
It was in fact Emmet Stagg 
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have only one positive feature 
— constructing more youth 
sections in instead of only one 
central group in each constitu- 
ency. But the broader youth 
membership will find that 
Spring’s party hacks will con- 
trol their agenda! 

They have even cut out the 
whole Sunday session from 
the annual weekend confer- 
ence! Delegates will require 
fewer attendance credits in 
order to vote in the new Na- 
tional Youth Committee — a 
backward step designed to 
more easily rally conservative 
elements against Militant — 
but also against any ‘left’ wing 
in the long run. And this from 
people who accuse Joe Hig- 
gins of ‘infiltrating’ people 
into his local party! 

Serious socialists in Labour 
Left, Labour Youth and in 
Militant itself must organise a 


NN fight to defy these measures 
ail — ji} which shorten the conference 


who took the initiative to stop @ | 
Militant, Joe Hi and take away youth control of 


Militant leader Joe Higgins 
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Labour Leader Spring Labour Left, Emmet Stagg 


from standing as one of the two 
Labour candidates in Dublin 
West. 

In an unprincipled act of 
opportunism hard to surpass 
on the left, even of the Labour 
Party, the Kildare TD and self- 
proclaimed socialist Stagg 
organised with the right wing 
of the leadership to stand Joe 
Higgins down by suspending 
the Constituency Council. It 
was done as part of a package 
supposedly to review several 
constituency organisations in 
Dublin, but only Dublin West 
was actually suspended, un- 
like the utterly moribund 
North-West constituency. 
Stagg even arrogantly refused 
to give any political justifica- 
tion when asked by Joe Hig- 
gins at the Party’s Administra- 
tive Council. 


OPPORTUNISM 

Stagg’s pretensions to leada 
socialist ‘left wing’ in the Dail 
are already extremely thread- 
bare. For all his rhetoric on 
election night about class poli- 
tics, his radical alternative 
policies for the economy have 
nothing to do with class 
Struggle and in no way ad- 
dresses the nature of the capi- 
talist offensive that is under 
way. His increasing opportun- 
ism was underlined by refus- 
ing to co-sign the Clinics’ De- 
fence Campaign declaration 
because he said it would not 
help him in elections! 


The shameful reality is that 
Stagg has calculated an advan- 
tage for his own faction in 
bureaucratically trouncing the 
Militant tendency in the party. 
In doing Spring’s dirty work, 
however, he appears to over- 
look who holds the real bu- 
reaucratic power - the same 





Spring who will not hesitate to 
use it when necessary against 
Stagg’s “Labour Left’ group- 
ing. | 

The Administrative Council 
meeting which made these 
decisions on Feb. 24th voted 
by 19 to4 to block Joe Higgins. 
Some of the honourable dis- 
senters and some of the 8 ab- 
Stentions are reportedly left- 
wingers, some prepared to 
defend Joe Higgins in a prin- 
cipled way. If they are to seri- 
ously oppose this witch-hunt, 
however, they will have to 
conduct an open struggle out- 
side the confines of the Ad- 
ministrative Council. The 
loose tendency calling itself 
Labour Left, however, will 
lead no fight as its figurehead 
and many of its members are 
only too eager to bureaucrati- 
cally drive Militant to the 
margins. 

In its attempt to deprive 
Militant of their most impor- 
tant electoral candidacy ever, 
the Labour leadership has re- 
lied upon hypocritical allega- 
tions that Joe Higgins had 
‘infiltrated’ bona fide party 
members from other areas into 


the party in Dublin West to | 


back his nomination for the 
fight to take back the seat lost 
to MacGiolla of the Workers’ 
Party in 1981. Even if true, the 
alleged activity does not 
breach party rules. By con- 
trast, when Spring and Con- 
way blocked against Stagg 
before the last election, extra 
Conway supporters were cor- 
ruptly conjured into the mem- 
bership of the Party! 


Marxists can have nothing 
but contempt for the kind of 


defend Militant against Spring 


and Stagg. To concentrate ac- 
livists in any area may be a 
sound policy in order to work 
openly and democratically in 
an important section of the 
working class. However, cov- 
ert concentration of supporters 
simply to capture an electoral 
victory in a reformist party can 
only breed contempt among 


Labour members who have not 


been won to a fighting opposi- 
tion to the right-wing politics 
of the Party. 

Stage’s grouping believes 
also that, by breaking 
Militant’s organisational hold 
over Labour Youth, they can 
themselves capture the alle- 
giance of a renewed youth 
movement, but again they ig- 
nore the substance of what 





Spring is trying to accomplish 
in demolishing the political 
independence of the youth 
section. 

When the Party conference 
imposed a new constitution on 
Labour Youth in September, 
the large vote in favour of re- 
ferring it back showed that 
there had been a basis for areal 
mobilisation of youth against 
the move. Militant , however, 
have always put such an open 
fight against the leadership in 
second place to considerations 
of preserving their own organ- 
isational position. Believing 
they could still keep control of 
Labour Youth, Militant have 
not fought politically to rally 
wider opposition. 


Joe Higgins’ pseudo 
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‘trotskyist” grouping has been 


a dead hand in Labour Youth. 
In flat contradiction to 
Trotsky’s tactical use of en- 
tryism as a means to mobilise 
the best sections around an 
action programme in the class 
struggle, Militant has instead 
created a sect decked out in 
Marxist phraseology. In real- 
ity, it simply deludes young 
activists into believing that 
history itself will use Militant 
to transform the Party into a 
majority government that will 
introduce socialism through 
parliament! 

In the end the youth section 
in which Stagg’s faction hopes 
to secure the majority will be 
politically trussed up by 
Spring. The new arrangements 


the agenda and vetting of dele- 
gates. 


Mostimportantly, they must 
openly fight to reinstate Joe 
Higgins immediately and to 
block the witch-hunt against 
Militant. But they will need to 
beware of and criticize 
Militants own reluctance to 
fight politically to defend such 
principles. 
¢ Fight to re-instate Higgins as 
candidate in Dublin West! 
¢ Labour Youth must control 
its own conference totally! 

e Mobilise on fighting policies 
of class struggle, against the 
Party’s right-wing parliamen- 
tary opportunism! 

¢ Fight for an independent 
revolutionary youth move- 
ment in the working class. 





Tue NEw Local Government Bill 


being introduced by the Tories 
and the recent refusal by the 
Joint Board at Maynooth Col- 
lege to recognize the student 
Gay Society are reminders that 
gay oppression is being actively 
maintained on both sides of the 
border. 


In the new Local Government 
Bill, clause 27/28 states that “a 
local authority shall not pro- 
mote homosexuality or publish 
material for the promotion of 
homosexuality (or) promote the 


teaching in any maintained 
manoeuvres alleged against | 
Militant, even though we 


school of the acceptability of 
homosexuality as a pretended 
family relationship by the publi- 
cation of such material or other- 


wise.”’ The clause reinforces the 


backward prejudice that sees 
homosexuality as a perversion. 
It aims to give encouragement 
to those who are in a position to 
censor and ban the books and 
literature of lesbians and gay 
men, and sack people for their 
homosexual orientation. 


The same backwoods mental- 
ity has spurred the Catholic 
hierarchy’s college board in 
Maynooth to refuse recognition 
and capitation funds to the Gay 
Society - a society with no less 
than 176 members. The board 
was heard to say that they did 
not want the college, which 
houses seminarians as well as 
non-clerical students, to be- 


come the target of “barrack- 
room humour’. No indeed! Bet- 
ter to share in the barrack-room 
humour by isolating gays! 


Cardinal Ratzinger, one of 
the Pope’s right hand men re- 
cently put his attitude towards 
lesbians and gays in the clearest 
terms by suggesting that “we 
should not be surprised when 
irrational and violent reactions 
increase when they attempt to 
secure civil legislation’. 


This odious alliance of right 
wing Toryism and Catholic 
backwardness directed against 
the sexually oppressed will serve 
to sustain the kind of violent 
attacks that we saw in the case of 


the Fairview Park murder. Vio- 
lence against gays is on the in- 
crease everywhere. 


Socialists, trade unionists 
and students must join hands 
with the sexually oppressed in 
fighting against Clause 27/28 as 
well as fighting for the repeal of 
the 1861 Act banning homo- 
sexuality in Ireland and an end 
to all legal shackles on the free 
expression of sexuality. Stu- 
dents too must fight against 
clerical sectarianism in colleges 
and fight to reverse such bla- 
tantly reactionary decisions as 
we’ve seen in Maynooth last 
month. 





